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County Attorney

Hunt County Re: The authority of the
Greenville, Texas Commissioners! Court

to devote the balance
of proceeds of 8 hond
issue to acquire and
improve an airport to
repalr former sirport
buildings which are now
t0o be used for county
Dear 31ir: fair purposes.

Your request for en opinion 1z as follows:

"In 1942, Hunt County ordered a bond
1{ssue for the purpose of 'acquiring snd im-
proving en Air Port.' The County acqulred
some 1,500 acres of lend to be used as an
Alr Port and entered into & lease contract
with the United States Government under the
terms of which generslly, the Government
sgreed to establish an Alr Fleld, and 1t
esteblished Majors Field, peragraph 12 of
that contract is as shown by copy attsched
hereto. 2ubsequent to this contract the
County and the Government entered into two
other contrscts copies of which are sttach-
ed hereto. In July 1947 the Government with
the permission of Hunt County assigned its
lease contract to the City of Greenville.

"fhe City of Greenville is willing to
sssign, if it hes not already done so, to
the Hunt County Live 8tock Associlation,
which is a non-profit organization, the use
of some five or six bulldings to be used
for County Fair purposes. Hunt County sold
its bonds end used the funds in acqulring
the real estate leased to the Government.
It has some $8,000.00 left with this bond
fund. It 1s very necessary that these bulld-
ings be repaired if they are to be permanent
buildings. The lesse to the Government which
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has been assigned to the City expires
in 1967. The Commissioners Court wish
to be informed whether 1t may use this
$8,000.00 in repairing ggese buildings
and that question is submitted to you."

It i3 well settled in this State that the
proceeds derived from the ssle of bonds must be de-
voted to the purpose for which the bonds were issued
and no other. Lewis v. City of Fort Worth, 126 Tex.
60%, 89 8.W.2d 1 ; Simpson v. City of Nscog-
doches, 152 8.W. 858 (Tex. CIv. App. 1913, error dism.).

In 1942 bonds were issued by Hunt County
for the purpose of "ascquiring end improving an air-
port for said county." It is our opinion that the
proceeds of the bond issue can only be used for that
purpose &nd not for the purpose of improving builld-
ings used for County Fair purposes. 3ince it is con-
templated that these bulldings are to be used for
County Fair purposes, it is our opinion that the Com-
missioners' Court cannot expend $8,000.00 of the bond
proceeds for repalring these bulldings.

We express no opinion &s to the suthority
of the county to lease the airport facilitles 1in
question to the Hunt County Livestock Assoclation.

SUMMARY

Proceeds of a bond issue for the
purpose of "scquiring and improving an
airport" cannot be used to repair build-
ings to be used for County Falr purposes.
Lewis v. City of Fort Worth, 126 Tex.

04, 3.W.24 1 ; Slmpson v.
City of Nacogdoches, 152 3.W. 858 (Tex.
Civ. App. 1913, error dism.).
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